We recently discovered an error in our discussion. It is as follows:
Correction to 'Migration and the evolution of sexual dichromatism: evolutionary loss of female coloration with migration among wood-warblers' We recently discovered an error in our discussion. It is as follows:
Our current study found that the ancestor of Parulidae was a non-migrant, which is in agreement with previous work on this clade [45] . These results indicated that many derived non-migratory clades descended from non-migratory ancestors (Setophaga, Cardellina and Geothlypis; figure 1), and our correlated evolution test indicated that when migration was gained there was a significant pattern of concordant changes from monochromatism to dichromatism, further supporting for the hypotheses that females lost coloration with migration.
It should be changed to:
Our current study found that the ancestor of Parulidae was a migrant, which is in agreement with previous work on this clade [45] . However, our results indicated that there are derived migratory clades descended from non-migratory ancestors (e.g. Setophaga and Cardellina; figure 1), and our correlated evolution test indicated that when migration was gained there was a significant pattern of concordant changes from monochromatism to dichromatism, further supporting the hypotheses that females lost coloration with migration.
